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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 10/24/2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding the rejections, applicants argued that citations in Lieshout do not teach sending user 
measurements from the SRNC to the DRNC. Applicants then argued that the timing adjustment 
of Fauconnier cannot be equated to RSCP or ISCP. 

However, the Examiner does not agree. In contrast to applicants' argument, paragraph 
0035 of Lieshout docs not disclose requesting information from the DRNC by the SRNC, but 
rather requesting resources (e.g. services) for the UE. Lieshout teaches that the SRNC collects 
user measurements (e.g. BER, SIR, BLER) and common measurements (e.g. traffic volume, 
percentage of maximum base station power being used) in paragraph 0038. Lieshout also 
discloses that these measurement parameters are used in regulating transmission power in 
paragraph 0014. In paragraph 0042, Lieshout teaches that the SRNC provides "intelligence" (not 
adjustment command) for a power regulation scheme controlled at the DRNC, which means the 
SRNC sends the measurement parameters to the DRNC for power regulation. As the DRNC 
acquiring the information, one of ordinary skill in the art would have obviously seen requesting 
involved. Unlike applicants' argument, Fauconnier is used in teaching global positioning system 
timing information being a common measurement (paragraph 0109), but not RSCP or ISCP. 
Terry teaches taking user measurements of RSCP and ISCP (paragraph 0008). In combination, 
Lieshout, Fauconnier, and Terry teach the claimed limitations in intelligences acquisition from 
SRNC for power regulation scheme of DRNC. 
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Thus, the rejections are proper and maintained. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statements filed 01/25/2008, 03/12/2008, 12/08/2008, and 
03/29/2009 fail to comply with 37 CFR 1.98(a)(2), which requires a legible copy of each cited 
foreign patent document; each non-patent literature publication or that portion which caused it to 
be listed; and all other information or that portion which caused it to be listed. It has been placed 
in the application file, but the information referred to therein has not been considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 25-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lieshout et 
al. (US2002/0094833) in view of Fauconnier et al. (US2002/0025820), and Terry et al. 
(US2003/00 16641). 

Regarding claim 36, Lieshout et al. teach a method for use in a wideband code division multiple 
access communication system having a serving radio network controller (SRNC) and a drift 
radio network controller (DRNC), the method comprising: 
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Note: It is known that a RNC can be as either a SRNC or a DRNC, which depends on the 
perspective of a user equipment (UE). 

requesting by one of the DRNC (28 of Fig. 3) and the SRNC (26 of Fig. 3) common 
measurements using a global procedures module of a radio network sublayer application part 
(RNSAP) procedures over a radio network controller interface (IUR) for an other of the DRNC 
and the SRNC (paragraph 0042, acquiring intelligence from SRNC for power regulation), the 
common measurements including received total wideband power and load (paragraphs 0014, 
0038); 

in response to receiving requests for the common measurements using the global 
procedures module of the RNSAP procedures from the IUR by the other of the DRNC and the 
SRNC, sending a response message using the global procedures module of the RNSAP 
procedures over the IUR (paragraphs 0014-0016, 0042, obvious in acquiring information from 
SRNC); 

SRNC taking measurements in received signal strength, SIR, etc. for determining 
transmit power (paragraphs 0038-0040), and taking measurements in power strength and 
interference (paragraphs 14, 40); and 

the SRNC in response to receiving the request for user measurements, sending the user 
measurement to the DRNC using RNSAP procedures over the IUR (paragraphs 0014-0016). 
But, Lieshout et al. do not expressly disclose common measurements including global 
positioning system (GPS) timing information; and the DRNC requesting user measurements 
from the SRNC using the RNSAP procedures over the IUR, the user measurements including 
received signal code power (RSCP) and interference signal code power (ISCP) 
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Fauconnier et al. teach common measurements including global positioning system (GPS) timing 
information (paragraph 0109); and a SRNC sending UE measurements on a DRNC to the DRNC 
(Fig. 6, paragraph 0078), which would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
recognize that a DRNC is able to allocate resources based on measurements sent from a SRNC 
before establishing connection with a drifting UE. 

Terry et al. teach taking measurements in received signal code power (RSCP) and interference 
signal code power (ISCP) (paragraph 0008). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate taking user measurements of RSCP and ISCP taught by Terry ct al. and 
taking common measurement of GPS timing info taught by Fauconnier et al. into the method of 
Leishout et al, in order to provide more information to DRNC for its power regulation scheme. 

Regarding claim 25, Leishout et al., Fauconnier et al., and Terry et al. teach a wideband code 
division multiple access (W-CDMA) drift radio network controller (DRNC) as explained in 
response to claim 36 above, where a logic device configured to control a measurement request 
device in inherent in radio network controller. 

Regarding claim 29, Leishout et al, Fauconnier et al., and Terry et al. teach a wideband code 
division multiple access (W-CDMA) serving radio network controller (SRNC) as explained in 
response to claim 36 above, where a measurement response device is inherent in radio network 
controller. 
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Regarding claim 32, Leishout et al, Fauconnier et al., and Terry et al. teach a wideband code 
division multiple access (W-CDMA) radio network controller (RNC) configured to operate as a 
serving radio network controller (SRNC) and a drift radio network controller (DRNC) as 
explained in response to claim 36 above, where a logic device configured to control a 
measurement request device is inherent in radio network controller. 

Regarding claim 38, Leishout et al., Fauconnier et al., and Terry et al. teach a wideband code 
division multiple access (W-CDMA) drift radio network controller (DRNC) as explained in 
response to claim 36 above, where a radio resource management device configured to use the 
RSCP and ISCP user measurements to control resources of cells associated with the user 
measurements is inherent in radio network controller. 

Regarding claims 26, 30, 33 and 37, Leishout et al., Fauconnier et al., and Terry et al. teach the 
limitations of claims 25, 29, 32 and 36. 

Terry et al. teach the RSCP is the RSCP of a common control channel (paragraph 0008). 

Regarding claims 27 and 34, Leishout et al., Fauconnier et al., and Terry et al. teach the 
limitations of claims 25 and 32. 

Leishout et al. teach the measurement request device is configured to receive responses the 
requests for common measurements and user measurements (paragraph 0014). 
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Regarding claims 28 and 35, Leishout et al., Fauconnier et al., and Terry et al. teach the 
limitations of claims 25 and 32. 

Terry et al. teach a measurement collection device (CQ storage device in base station) for storing 
the received responses (paragraph 0021) 

Regarding claim 31, Leishout et al, Fauconnier et al., and Terry et al. teach the limitation of 
claim 29. 

Leishout et al. teach the measurement response device is configured to retrieve the user 
measurements from a measurement collection device (paragraphs 0035, 0043-0044). 



Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ZHIYU LU whose telephone number is (571)272-2837. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Weekdays: 9AM-5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Due Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-7503. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Zhiyu Lu 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2618 

IZ. L./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2618 
May 29, 2009 



/Due Nguyen/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 26 1 8 



